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Period for Reply 

A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 

- Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Responsive to communication(s) filed on 30 January 2003 . 
2a)D This action is FINAL. 2b)[3 This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 13 Claim(s) 21-38.41 and 42 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) (El Claim(s) 21-26.28-30.32-37.41 and 42 is/are rejected. 

7) [3 Claim(s) 27.31 and 38 is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 1) 13 The proposed drawing correction filed on 25 September 2000 is: a)E3 approved b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)DAII b)D Some*c)D None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. D Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(e) (to a provisional application). 

a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional application has been received. 

1 5) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Objections 

1. Claims 21-31, 35, and 37 are objected to because of the following 
informalities: With respect to claim 21, note that the term "an* in line 4 should 
be —and— to correct an obvious typographical error. 

Furthermore, with respect to claims 24 and 35, note that these claims 
are improper in that they each recite a structural connection to the keyboard 
and the claims are drawn to the cover per se and not the combination of a 
keyboard and cover. Therefore, it is suggested that the phrase "contact and 
protects" be deleted and replaced with -configured to contact and protect- or 
similar language. 

Appropriate correction and/ or clarification is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in 
this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or 
in public use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for 
patent in the United States. 

3. Claims 32, 35-37, 41-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Gaible et al. (US 5,397,182). Gaible et al. teach an individual 
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transparent bag or "cover" comprising a pair of identical flat and transparent 
planar sheets of pliable plastic film being fastened along at least a bottom edge 
so as to be capable of enveloping entire upper and bottom surfaces of a 
keyboard. See Figure 2 and column 4, lines 34-38 of Gaible et al. 

Note that although Gaible et al. do not necessarily teach the cover is 
used for covering a keyboard, note that the claim is drawn to the cover 
structure per se and not the combination of the cover and keyboard. 
Therefore, the claim language regarding how the cover is used is merely the 
intended use of the cover and has no patentable significance to the claims. 
Thus, Gaible et al. teach a "cover" including all of the structure limitations as 
recited. 

With respect to claim 37, note that Gaible et al. teach a sheet formed as 
an envelope with an elongated opening along a top edge portion as broadly 
recited. 

With respect to claim 42, note that Gaible et al. teaches the two fiat 
sheets are fastened together along each side edge portion with an opening 
along the top edge portion as recited. 

4. Claims 32 and 35-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Kodl (US 4,963,693). Kodl teaches teach an individual 
transparent bag or "cover" 10 comprising at least one identical flat and 
transparent planar sheets of pliable plastic film for contacting and protecting 
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an entire upper surface of a keyboard. See column 2, lines 24-50 and the 
Figure in particular. 

With respect to claims 35-36, note the sheet of Kodl has upper and lower 
members which functions to contact and protect the entire upper and bottom 
surfaces of the keyboard. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole 
would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary 
skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 
the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 32 and 35-37 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yanagisawa (US 5,872,527) in view of Adair (US 5,812,188). 
Yanagisawa teaches an individual disposable transparent cover 34, 34' 
comprising a flat and transparent planar sheet of pliable film of uniform 
thickness and a predetermined size in length and width for covering a keyboard 
as recited. See Figures 9-10 and column 11, lines 21-67 in particular. Note 
that although Yanagisawa does not specifically state that the cover is a plastic 
film as recited, note that Adair teaches the use of flexible transparent materials 
such as polyurethane, polyolefins, and laminated plastic films for a covering for 
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a keyboard in a sterile environment is well known in the art. See Figures 1 and 
5 and column 5, lines 2-16 and column 6, lines 38-55. In view of this 
teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a 
plastic film as taught by Adair for the flexible transparent film of cover of 
Yanagisawa as it would require simply the obvious selection of a known 
material based upon its known properties. 

With respect to claim 35, note Yanagisawa teaches the cover may 
comprise an enclosure for enclosing the entire keyboard body in column 11, 
lines 36-37. 

With respect to claim 36, note that Adair teaches the use of a cover 
member which comprises an upper member adapted to overlie the upper 
surface of a keyboard and a lower member adapted to underlie a bottom 
surface of a keyboard to completely enclose both the upper and bottom 
surfaces of a keyboard. Again, note Figure 5 in particular. In view of this 
teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide an upper and lower member on the sheet as taught by Adair to provide 
the cover of Yanagisawa to completely enclose the keyboard as desired. 

With respect to claim 37, note Adair teaches a sheet formed as an 
envelope with an elongated opening along a top edge portion as broadly recited. 
Again, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use the 
particular sheet configuration as taught by Adair for the cover of Yanagisawa to 
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provide an enclosure for use in a sterile environment with an opening for 
allowing insertion of the keyboard inside the enclosure. 

7. Claims 33-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yanagisawa (US 5,872,527) in view of Adair as applied to claims 32 and 
35-37 above, and further in view of either of Okamura (US 5,089,690) or Young 
(GB 2 201 922 A). Yanagisawa in view of Adair teach a transparent cover as 
recited with the exception of the sheet including strips of adhesive along either 
or both of a top edge and bottom edge of the sheet. Note that Yanagisawa does 
teach the cover member includes attachment means for removably attaching 
the cover to the underlying keyboard in column 1 1, lines 24-29 and 34-36. 
Although the attachment means of Yanagisawa is not adhesive strips, note that 
the use of adhesive strips to attach a keyboard cover to a keyboard is well 
known in the art as exemplified by the teachings of both Okamura and Young. 
See Figure 2 and column 3, lines 1-16 of Okamura and Figures 1B-1C and 
claims 1-2 of Young in particular. In view of these teachings, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use adhesive strips as taught 
by each of Young and Okamura in the transparent cover of Yanagisawa, as it 
would require simply the obvious substitution of one known fastening means 
for another to provide secure attachment of the removable cover to the 
underlying keyboard. 
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8. Claims 2 1 and 24-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Yanagisawa (US 5,872,527) in view of Adair (US 5,812,188) 
and IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin, June 1994, Vol. 37, Issue 6B, pages 
125-126. (referred to hereafter as the IBM reference). Yanagisawa teaches an 
individual disposable transparent cover 34, 34' comprising a flat and 
transparent planar sheet of pliable film of uniform thickness and a 
predetermined size in length and width for covering a keyboard as recited. See 
Figures 9-10 and column 11, lines 21-67 in particular. Note that although 
Yanagisawa does not specifically state that the cover is a plastic film as recited, 
note that Adair teaches the use of flexible transparent materials such as 
polyurethane, polyolefins, and laminated plastic films for a covering for a 
keyboard in a sterile environment is well known in the art. See Figures 1 and 5 
and column 5, lines 2-16 and column 6, lines 38-55. In view of this teaching, 
it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use a plastic 
film as taught by Adair for the flexible transparent film of cover of Yanagisawa 
as it would require simply the obvious selection of a known material based 
upon its known properties. 

Furthermore, note that although Yanagisawa teaches the covers are 
disposable and replaceable in column 11, lines 61-67, Yanagisawa is silent 
with respect to whether a plurality of these covers are provided in a package. 
However, the provision of a plurality of disposable items in a package is well 
known in the art as exemplified by commercially available packages of such 
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disposable items as sandwich bags, trash bags, etc. Furthermore, the IBM 
reference teaches packs of individual disposable covers for covering handheld 
computer devices in the fourth paragraph on page 126. In view of this 
teaching, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
provide a pack having a plurality of the replaceable film cover of Yanagisawa as 
modified by Adair to facilitate discarding and replacing the covers as they 
become soiled or damaged. 

With respect to claims 24-25, note the above comments with respect to 
claims 35-36. 

With respect to claim 26, note the above comments with respect to claim 

37. 

9. Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Yanagisawa (US 5,872,527) in view of Adair and the IBM reference as 
applied to claims 2 1 and 24-26 above, and further in view of either of Okamura 
(US 5,089,690) or Young (GB 2 201 922). Yanagisawa in view of Adair and the 
IBM reference teach a package of individual disposable transparent covers as 
recited with the exception of the transparent cover including strips of adhesive 
along either or both of a top edge and bottom edge of the sheet. Note that 
Yanagisawa does teach the cover member includes attachment means for 
removably attaching the cover to the underlying keyboard in column 1 1, lines 
24-29 and 34-36. Although the attachment means of Yanagisawa is not 
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adhesive strips, note that the use of adhesive strips to attach a keyboard cover 
to a keyboard is well known in the art as exemplified by the teachings of both 
Okamura and Young. See Figure 2 and column 3, lines 1-16 of Okamura and 
Figures 1B-1C and claims 1-2 of Young in particular. In view of these 
teachings, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use 
adhesive strips as taught by each of Young and Okamura in the transparent 
cover of Yanagisawa as modified by Adair and the IBM reference, as it would 
require simply the obvious substitution of one known fastening means for 
another to provide secure attachment of the removable cover to the underlying 
keyboard. 

10. Claims 21, 24-26, and 28-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Gaible et al. (US 5,397,182) in view of the IBM 
reference. Gaible et al. teach an individual transparent bag or "cover" 
comprising a pair of identical flat and transparent planar sheets of pliable 
plastic film being fastened along at least a bottom edge so as to envelope entire 
upper and bottom surfaces of a keyboard within the enclosure formed by the 
upper and lower sheet members. See Figure 2 and column 4, lines 34-38 of 
Gaible et al. 

Note that although Gaible et al. do not necessarily teach the cover is 
used for covering a keyboard, note that the claim is drawn to the cover 
structure per se and not the combination of the cover and keyboard. 
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Therefore, the claim language regarding how the cover is used is merely the 
intended use of the cover and has no patentable significance to the claims. 
Thus, Gaible et al. teach a "cover" including all of the structure as recited. 

Furthermore, although Gaible et al. is silent with respect to whether it 
includes a package containing a plurality of such bags, the provision of a 
plurality of disposable items in a package is well known in the art as 
exemplified by commercially available packages of such disposable items as 
sandwich bags, trash bags, etc. Furthermore, the IBM reference teaches packs 
of individual disposable covers for covering handheld computer devices in the 
fourth paragraph on page 126. In view of this teaching, it would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to provide a pack having a plurality of 
the bags of Gaible et al. to facilitate discarding and replacing the covers as they 
become soiled or damaged. 

With respect to claims 29-30, note that Gaible et al. teaches the two flat 
sheets are fastened together along each side edge portion with an opening 
along the top edge portion as recited. 

With respect to claim 30, to the extent applicant has defined which edge 
portions are which, note that depending upon the orientation of the cover and 
the viewing direction in which a user views the cover, the left and right edges of 
the bag illustrated in Figure 2 can be considered as the upper and lower edges 
as recited. Regardless, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
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the art to provide any three sides of the bag to be sealed to provide an 
enclosure for covering a keyboard. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

1 1. Claims 27, 3 1, and 38 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form 
including all of the limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

The following is a statement of reasons for the indication of allowable 
subject matter: The prior art of record fails to teach or fairly suggest a 
keyboard cover (or package of covers) including all of the structure as recited, 
in combination with and particularly including, the at least one flat and 
transparent sheet of pliable plastic film of uniform thickness and a 
predetermined size in length and width is formed as an envelope with an 
elongated opening adjacent one corner and extending along one side edge 
portion and generally to a midpoint along a top edge portion. 

Response to Arguments 

12. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 21-26, 28-30, 32-37, and 
41-42 have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 
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Conclusi n 

13. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent 
to applicant's disclosure. IBM Technical Disclosure Bulletin, Volume 4, Issue 
Number 12, pages 3-4, published May 1, 1962, Trujillo (US 6,050,407), Huffer 
(US 5,499,713), and Baron et al. (US 5,752,827) each teach a transparent cover 
for a keyboard or keypad having obvious similarities to the claimed subject 
matter. 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Leslie J. Evanisko whose telephone 
number is (703) 308-0786. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th 
7:30 am-6:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Andrew H. Hirshfeld can be reached on (703) 305-6619. 
The fax phone numbers for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned are (703) 308-7722 for regular communications and 
(703) 308-7724 for After Final communications. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this 
application or proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose 
telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 

Leslie J. Evanisko 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2854 

t 

March 28, 2003 


